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Call to Order 


In calling the meeting to order at 2:12 pm. , Dr. Kenniff welcomed new 
members to Senate, and invited undergraduate student representatives who 
were attending their first Senate meeting to introduce themselves. He also 
introduced Maria Peluso, part-time faculty representative from the Faculty 
of Arts and Science; and he welcomed back to Senate, Dr. Maurice Cohen, 
Vice-Rector, Institutional Relations and Finance, who was returning after an 
absence as a result of a serious back injury and subsequent operation. 


Approval of Agenda 


The Agenda, as presented, was approved. 

Dr. Kenniff advised that the next Agenda item would be dealt with in 
"Closed Session", and he asked those in attendance who were not members 
of Senate to leave the meeting. 


OPEN SESSION 


Approval of Senate Minutes 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. STATHOPOULOS, SECONDED BY MR. 
POMERLEAU, THAT THE MINUTES OF THE SENATE MEETING OF 
13 SEPTEMBER 1991, BE APPROVED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 
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Advisory Search Committee Elections 


With respect to the documentation related to the elections to the Advisory 
Search Committee for Dean, Faculty of Arts and Science, and Dean, Faculty 
of Engineering and Computer Science, the Secretary advised that an 
erroneous transversion of numbers and colours had been made with respect 
to the single-sheet addenda to the abbreviated curriculum vitae documents 
which had been circulated at the meeting. 


Advisory Search Committee - Dean, Faculty of Arts and Science 


Dr. Kenniff advised that three nominations had been received for 
representatives on the Advisory Search Committee from the academic 
community, and that the faculty members on Senate were being asked to 
vote for two of the candidates listed on the ballot (document US91-5-D2). 


Following distribution and collection of the ballots, it was agreed to proceed 
with the second election while the results were being tabulated. 


Advisory Search Committee - Dean, Faculty of Engineering and Computer 
Science 


Dr. Kenniff advised that seven nominations had been received for faculty 
representatives on the Advisory Search Committee for Dean, Faculty of 
Engineering and Computer Science, and that the faculty members on Senate 
again were being asked to vote for two of the candidates listed on the ballot 
(document US-91-5-D6) which was distributed to the eligible voters. 


Elections (cont'd) 


Dr. Kenniff announced that as a result of the first ballot, the following 
candidates from the academic community were elected and would be 
recommended for appointment to the Advisory Search Committee - Dean, 
Faculty of Arts and Science: 

PROF. BRUCE ENGLISH COMMERCE AND ADMINISTRATION 
(FINANCE); LOREN RUTH LERNER PROFESSIONAL LIBRARIAN. 


Remarks from the Chair 


In commenting on the death, on 30 October 1991, of W. Earle McLaughlin, 
Chancellor of Concordia University from 1982 to 1986, Dr. Kenniff 
advised that Mr. McLaughlin had been a strong supporter of the University; 
that he had contributed greatly to the preparation and the launching of the 
initial phase of the Capital Campaign; that he had believed in, and had been 
committed to, the University, and particularly to its traditional mission of 
providing part-time university education to the working community; that he 
had brought much attention and support to Concordia through his business 
connections as the former Chairman of the Board and Chief Executive 
Officer of the Royal Bank of Canada; and that his loss would be sorely felt 
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by the University. Also, in commenting on the recent death of Professor 
Krishna Sivaraman who had occupied the Chair in Hindu Studies at 
Concordia University since its establishment in November, 1989, Dr. 
Kenniff advised that Professor Sivaraman had contributed significantly to 
the initial establishment of the Chair; that he had brought a national and 
international level of excellence to the Chair in Hindu Studies; and that his 
loss would be felt by the University and by the entire Indian community of 
Canada. 


Dr. Kenniff invited members of Senate to join him in a minute of silence in 
honour of Mr. McLaughlin and Professor Sivaraman. 


With respect to the issue of degree nomenclature, Dr. Kenniff advised that 
there had been a delay in the publication of the Report of the Ad Hoc 
Committee in the Thursday Report which did not appear until last week; that 
given that the Report had now been published for general consumption and 
was available to the entire University community, it was the feeling of the 
Steering Committee that it would be important that a certain amount of time 
be allowed for reactions to the Report to be received; and that the Steering 
Committee had also expressed a hope that beyond a call for further 
consultation, referenda, etc., Faculty Councils would provide more details 
and supporting rationale vis-a-vis decisions taken with respect to the issue, 
so that the maximum amount of information possible on the subject would 
be available prior to subsequent debate on the floor of Senate. 


With respect to the Report of the Commission of Inquiry on Canadian 
University Education, (Smith Commission Report), copies of which had 
been forwarded previously to members of Senate, Dr. Kenniff advised that 
additional information had been published in yesterday's Thursday Report ; 
that an AUCC task force, which included himself and André Bazergui, 
Director of the Ecole Polytechnique de Montréal, as representatives from 
Québec, has been established under the chairship of Brian Segal, President 
of the University of Guelph, to prepare a response to the Report; that the 
appropriate committees of Senate would be asked to give consideration to 
the Report; and that hopefully, there would be an opportunity to have a 
focused exchange on the subject of the Smith Commission Report at Senate 
within the next few months. 


Concerning other matters, Dr. Kenniff reported on the informal luncheon 
meeting with himself, Dr. Sheinin, Vice-Rector, Academic, and Dr. 
Bertrand, Dean, Faculty of Arts and Science, which had been held on 
Wednesday, 30 October 1991 to discuss, with members of the University 
community, the MacLean's Magazine survey of Canadian universities; and 
on the informational kits on the downtown Library building which had been 
circulated to members and had also been given to those who had participated 
in the special preview "hard-hat tours" of the building which had been 
conducted on the weekend of 19 October 1991. With respect to the latter, 
Dr. Kenniff advised that a series of events to inaugurate the opening of the 
new building, would to be held once the entire building was operational in 
the Fall, 1992; and that subsequently, members of the community would be 
asked, in a more formal way, to submit ideas and suggestions vis-a-vis 
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celebrations and appropriate academic events which hopefully would attract 
attention to the University and to the new building. 


Advisory Search Committee Elections (cont.d) 


Dr. Kenniff announced that as a result of the first round of balloting, 
PROF. WILLIAM BYERS - FACULTY OF ARTS AND SCIENCE 
(MATHEMATICS), had been elected and would be recommended for 
appointment to the Advisory Search Committee - Dean, Faculty of 
Engineering and Computer Science. He also advised that a second ballot 
would be required whereby faculty members on Senate would be asked to 
vote for one of the two candidates remaining on the ballot as a result of a tie 
vote in the first round of balloting. 


It was agreed to resume the meeting while the results of the second round of 
balloting were being tabulated. 


Reports from Councils, etc. 


Dean Bertrand, Faculty of Arts and Science, announced that Dr. Ann 
English and Dr. Susan Mikkelsen, in the Department of Chemistry and 
Bio-Chemistry, have been awarded a 3-year NSERC Strategic Grant in the 
amount of approximately $300,000. Dean Swamy also announced that 
3-year NSERC Strategic Grants had been awarded to two professors in the 
Faculty of Engineering and Computer Science, one to Dr. Wagdi Habashi, 
Department of Mechanical Engineering, in the amount of approximately 
$93,000 for the first year, and one to Dr. Krishnalyan Thulasiraman, 
Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering, in the amount of 
approximately $148,000 for the first year. 


In recommending that appropriate congratulations be sent to the 
above-mentioned professors, Dr. Kenniff advised that their success in the 
NSERC Grant Competitions brings credit to the University and underscores 
the quality of the work that they are doing. 


Advisory Search Committee Elections (cont'd) 


Dr. Kenniff announced that the second round of balloting for faculty 
representation on the Advisory Search Committee - Dean, Faculty of 
Engineering and Computer Science, had resulted in a tie vote. 


It was agreed to continue the meeting while the results of the third round of 
balloting were being tabulated. 


Reports from Councils, etc., (cont'd) 


With respect to the report from the Senate Research Committee concerning 
the M.R.C. 's Draft of a "Position Paper on Scientific Integrity", (document 
US-91-5-D9), which was being tabled at Senate for information, Dr. 
Lightstone, Chair, Senate Research Committee, advised that early in the 
New Year, the Committee was expected to have a proposal to circulate for 
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comment concerning the issue of a Concordia policy for dealing with 
allegations of scientific misconduct. 


Appointments 


Committees of Senate 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN PARKER, SECONDED BY MR. 
POMERLEAU, THAT THE APPOINTMENTS TO COMMITTEES OF 
SENATE AS CONTAINED IN DOCUMENT US-91-5-D10, BE 
APPROVED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Advisory Search Committee Elections (cont'd) 


It was announced that the third round of balloting again had resulted in a tie 
vote between the two candidates. In calling for another round of voting, and 
as a factual remark from the Chair, Dr. Kenniff drew members' attention to 
the second sentence in paragraph 2, page 1, document US-91-5-D4, which 
stated - "Would you please circulate, to Senate faculty members, the 
Board's suggestion that the positions not be filled by two members of the 
same Faculty?" 


It was agreed to continue the meeting while the results were being tabulated. 


Undergraduate Curriculum Change Proposals 


Arts and Science 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN BERTRAND, SECONDED BY PROF. 
PELUSO, THAT THE PROPOSED UNDERGRADUATE 
CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE FACULTY OF ARTS AND 
SCIENCE (DOCUMENT US-91-5-D11), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO 
THE COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ACADEMIC 
PROGRAMMES COMMITTEE (DOCUMENT US-91-5-D13). 


MOTION CARRIED. 
Fine Arts 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN PARKER, SECONDED BY PROF. LOCKE, 
THAT THE PROPOSED UNDERGRADUATE CURRICULUM 
CHANGES IN THE FACULTY OF FINE ARTS (DOCUMENT 
US-91-5-D12), BE APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ACADEMIC PROGRAMMES 
COMMITTEE (DOCUMENT US-91-5-D13). 


MOTION CARRIED. 
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Advisory Search Committee Elections (cont'd) 


Dr. Kenniff announced that although two fewer votes had been recorded 
than in previous rounds, the result was still a tie between the two 
candidates. By way of procedure, it was suggested, and it was agreed 
among members of the voting constituency, that a fifth round of voting be 
held in which the ballot would consist of the complete slate of candidates, 
with the exception of Prof. Byers who had already been elected. 


Again it was agreed to continue the meeting while the ballots were being 
counted. 


Proposal for a School of Graduate Studies 


With respect to this Agenda item, Dr. Kenniff drew members' attention to 
the related documentation, including the proposal contained in document 
US-91-5-D14; the various responses which had been received from the 
Faculty Councils and BGS, (document US-91-5-D15) ; and the existing 
Powers of the Board of Graduate Studies, (document US-91-5-D16). 


IT WAS MOVED BY DR. SHEININ, SECONDED BY ACTING DEAN 
KUSY, THAT SENATE APPROVE AND RECOMMEND TO THE 
BOARD OF GOVENORS, THE RESOLUTIONS CONCERNING THE 
ESTABLISHMENT OF A SCHOOL OF GRADUATE STUDIES, AS 
PROPOSED IN DOCUMENT US-91-5-D 14. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY DEAN BERTRAND, SECONDED 
BY PROF. DRYSDALE, THAT THE COMPOSITION OF THE 
COUNCIL OF THE SCHOOL OF GRADUATE STUDIES, (APPENDIX, 
PAGE 11, DOCUMENT US-91-5-D14), BE AMENDED TO INCREASE 
THE NUMBER OF FACULTY MEMBERS FROM THE FACULTY OF 
ARTS AND SCIENCE FROM FIVE TO EIGHT AND REDUCE THE 
REPRESENTATION FROM EACH OF THE OTHER FACULTIES TO 
FOUR PER FACULTY. 


Dean Bertrand explained that the amendment had been adopted by the Arts 
and Science Faculty Council; that he had advised the Council that he was 
opposed to the amendment; but that as Chair of the Council he felt obligated 
to place the amendment before Senate. He further explained that the 
rationale for the amendment reverted back to the current composition of the 
Board of Graduate Studies wherein the Arts and Science representation was 
double that of the other Faculties; that there was no rationale in the present 
proposal to explain the change in the Arts and Science representation, 
which, in terms of its size, was twice as large as the other Faculties; and that 
therefore, the traditional representation should be maintained. He also 
rejected any suggestion that the rationale might be based on what he 
described as an "insidious" notion that there were, in fact, two Faculties 
within the Faculty of Arts and Science. 


During discussion on the amendment, it was argued that there were ways in 
which to divide the membership of the proposed Council according to many 


different criteria, e.g., it could be argued that since, at the moment, the 
majority of graduate students were in Engineering and Computer Science 
and Commerce and Administration, those Faculties should have twice the 
number of representatives as the Faculty of Arts and Science; that given that 
there was no particular logic for choosing which Faculty ought to have the 
greater number of representatives, it was far more reasonable to propose 
that since all Faculties have an equal stake in the development of graduate 
studies, they should have an equal say. in its development at Concordia 
University; that what was being recommended was that there be a Council 
which would be advisory in terms of policy-making and the development of 
essential procedures for implementation of policies for the School of 
Graduate Studies, and that because the Council was Advisory, it need not 
necessarily represent numerically any group within the University, but 
rather, it should have representation from every segment in order to ensure 
that the totality of graduate studies would evolve at Concordia; and that the 
proposed amendment was not only to increase the number of representatives 
from Arts and Science, but also to decrease the representation from the other 
three Faculties, whereas, the whole concept of the Council was that it would 
be the voice of graduate work at Concordia and its membership would be 
based on equal representation rather than on the total number of faculty or 
graduate students in each Faculty. 


It was also argued, however, that the amendment from the Arts and Science 
Faculty Council represented a compromise position between the present 
composition of the Board of Graduate Studies, which included ten members 
from the Faculty of Arts and Science and four members from each of the 
other three Faculties, and the composition of the Council being proposed in 
document US-91-5-D14; that arguments could be made in support of the 
notion that one Faculty should have greater representation than any other 
Faculty, depending on the purpose and mission of the particular body in 
question; that there already existed important University bodies in which, in 
recognition of its size and scope, the Arts and Science representation 
legitimately was afforded greater weight than that of the other Faculties, eg., 
the University Senate, where one-half of the Faculty seats was designated 
for the Faculty of Arts and Science; that one of the key considerations which 
must be given to the amendment on the floor, was not with respect to the 
number of graduate students or faculty members in graduate programmes, 
but rather, the number and qualitative range of those programmes, ie. , 
consideration must be given to the quality, range, diversity and the number 
of Arts and Science graduate programmes; and that without reviving 
arguments that best remained buried concerning the old divisional structure 
of the Faculty of Arts and Science, recognition of the principle of diversity 
within the Faculty should provide a meritorious basis for the amendment 
from the Arts and Science Faculty Council. 


During continuing discussion on the amendment, it was argued that given 
the maturity and evolution of the various bodies in the University, the 
argument concerning size was no longer applicable, ie., we no longer have 
to rely upon size to determine the representative populations on University 
bodies; that with respect to the Council of the School of Graduate Studies, 
equity in representation in the composition was more appropriate; that the 


proposed establishment of a School of Graduate Studies represented a new 
direction for graduate studies at Concordia, that one way in which to 
accomplish this objective was not through determination of Council 
representation on the basis of size, but rather through careful election 
processes in each of the Faculties in order to ensure that the Council was 
composed of people who were capable of understanding the breadth of 
graduate programme offerings in Arts and Science, and by electing people 
in the Faculty of Arts and Science who were capable of cogent 
argumentation in discussion rather than relying on the weight of numbers; 
and that the establishment of a structure designed to ensure the best possible 
development of graduate studies at Concordia University was dependant on 
the ability of those involved to understand what was going on across the 
range of activities which the Council would have to deal with, and not on 
the disciplinary expertise of its members nor on proportional representation. 


THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS DEFEATED, (10 in 
favor; 14 opposed; 2 abstentions). 


During the continuing discussion, it was suggested by Dean Swamy, and 
agreed by the mover and seconder of the main motion, that the words - "OR 
GRADUATE PROGRAMME DIRECTORS" - be removed from Resolution 
4,line 2,page 2, document US-91-5-D 14. 


It was suggested by Dean Swamy, and it was agreed by the mover and 
seconder, that line 3, item 6, page 2, document US-91-5-D14, be changed 
to read - "...instructors and tutors for graduate courses have the..." 


In suggesting a possible amendment to delete - "the establishment of 
post-doctoral programmes;" - in item 11, page 13, document US-91-5-D14, 
Dean Swamy explained that while the Faculty of Engineering and Computer 
Science supported fully the establishment of post-doctoral programmes, 
which was an important undertaking for Concordia University, given that 
what were being referred to were post-graduate as opposed to graduate 
programmes, the responsibility for the development for such programmes 
should be under the jurisdiction of the person responsible for research, 
namely, the Associate Vice-Rector, Academic, Research, rather than the 
Dean of Graduate Studies. 


Dr. Kenniff advised that item 11 only involved making recommendations to 
Senate, ie. , this particular paragraph did not represent an exclusive power; 
that anyone in the University with interest in this area could prepare 
proposals, and submit them through appropriate channels eventually to 
Senate; that the statement concerning the 91 establishment of post-doctoral 
programmes" would not preclude, for example, the Associate Vice-Rector, 
Academic, Research, the Vice-Rector, Academic, a Faculty Council, or a 
programme committee, etc. , from making such a recommendation. 


Given the above explanation, and the fact that it would be inscribed in the 
Senate minutes, Dean Swamy agreed not to proceed with a formal 
amendment with respect to this particular item at this time. 


In response to a concern expressed on behalf of undergraduate students that 
the establishment of the School of Graduate Studies would not have a 
detrimental effect at the undergraduate level, and a request for assurances 
that at least the current level of academic excellence would be maintained, 
particularly with respect to professorial resources, Dr. Sheinin, Vice, 
Rector, Academic, advised that the creation of the School of Graduate 
Studies would increase the academic excellence of the University as a 
whole; that it would increase the academic excellence of undergraduate 
programmes which were linked to graduate programmes; and that there was 
no question of diverting resources from the undergraduate to the graduate 
level; that the formation of the School of Graduate Studies would, in fact, 
because of its focus, add resources with respect to teaching in general 
across the entire teaching spectrum of the University, and would enhance 
the recycling of information back into undergraduate programmes, etc. , etc. 
; and she promised that the student concerns with respect to diverting of 
resources, etc., would never occur. In support of Dr. Sheinin's remarks, 
Dr. Kenniff emphasized the efforts that were being directed towards 
improving the quality of teaching and programming at the undergraduate 
level, including the establishment of a committee which was working on the 
enhancement and recognition of teaching, and follow-up discussions on the 
Smith Report, which, he advised, were not incompatible with development 
of graduate studies, and that, in fact, the development of graduate studies 
could enhance education at the undergraduate level. 


Responding to a concern relating to the application of "university-wide" 
standards and procedures referred to in the Powers of the Council of the 
School of Graduate Studies, item 3, page 12, document US-91-5-D14, 
which had been the subject of amendments adopted by a number of Faculty 
Councils, Dr. Kenniff advised that the matter had been discussed in a 
number of different places, including the Academic Planning and Priorities 
Committee and the Steering Committee of Senate; that the concern had been 
formally expressed in the Faculties of Commerce and Administration, 
Engineering and Computer Science and Fine Arts; that it was difficult to 
legislate common sense; that as was the case at the present time where 
existing requirements were not necessarily uniform in all Faculties, the 
Council might decide to establish a uniform standard in a certain area, but 
that given the strong Council representation from each of the Faculties, the 
particular concerns of each Faculty would be brought to the attention of the 
Council when it was being asked to approve university-wide standards; that 
such standards might well be minimum standards and a particular Faculty 
might wish to have different but stronger standards, which would be 
entirely compatible with the concept of university-wide standards; and that 
that was the spirit in which discussions had taken place at SCAPP, the 
Steering Committee, etc. He also advised that during the Steering 
Committee discussion on the issue, it had been suggested that one way in 
which to deal with the issue, if it was deemed necessary, would be to add a 
sentence at the end of item 11, page 13, document US-91-5-D14 to the 
effect that - "In cases where the Council is empowered to establish 
university-wide standards, these may take into account the particular 
requirements of a Faculty." 


During continuing discussion on the issue, it was argued that given that in 
the previous discussion on the amendment, the principle had been accepted 
that decisions of the Council would be governed by rational consideration of 
the issues and not on the basis of which constituency could swing the most 
votes, it would be folly for people appropriately appointed to the Council to 
pass a regulation with which a particular Faculty could not live; that if such 
a thing were to happen, the answer would not be to write all kinds of arcane 
clauses in the legislation that governs it, but rather to replace the people on 
the Council; and that in applying the concept of "university-wide", the 
Council should take into consideration the differing characteristics of the 
individual Faculties, and should formulate policies with which all Faculties 
could live. It was also suggested that during consideration of graduation 
lists and library resources associated with graduate programmes, etc., 
representatives respectively from the Registrar's Office and the Library 
would be invited to attend the Council meetings; that the same was true with 
respect to issues involving space and money, vis-a-vis representatives from 
the Offices of the Vice-Rector, Institutional Relations and Finance, and the 
physical environment area; and that presumably by the time proposals 
reached the Council of the School of Graduate Studies, and before they 
were submitted to SCAPP or Senate, they would be accompanied by an 
appropriate analysis of resource requirements; and that there would be 
interchange at the departmental level, the Faculty level and at the level of the 
School of Graduate Studies, with the appropriate people on the delivery side 
of the system. 


It was further suggested that the discussion with respect to the phrase 
"university-wide" which had been the subject of concern of at least three of 
the Faculty Councils, be retained in the Senate record. 


With respect to the positive aspects of the proposal, it was argued that we 
should be making a firm statement as to why we should be establishing a 
School of Graduate Studies, ie., we should be addressing the main motion 
and the question as to what we hoped to accomplish by approving the 
proposal; that journalistic events over the past few weeks had brought home 
the fact that you cannot have a university that is weak on one side and 
strong on another; that the level of the university must be raised as a whole; 
that we must be constantly diligent about such things, and the proposal now 
before Senate was the first major step in a long time, on a university-wide 
basis, to give to a particular body the responsibility for doing that at the 
level of graduate studies, which power and responsibilities, in fact, the 
existing Board of Graduate Studies did not have; and that Senate should 
accept the fact that the proposal was not only a good thing for graduate 
studies, but in consequence, it was also a good thing for all educative 
factions and functions of Concordia, ie., it would raise the level of the 
University as a whole, which would be good for everyone. 


Responding to a cautionary concern with respect to resources and resource 
implications of the proposal vis-a-vis undergraduate studies at Concordia, 
Dr. Sheinin advised that the School of Graduate Studies was an umbrella 
organization which comprised all of the academic units of the University 
that wished to participate in graduate studies, and there were no resource 


implications other than those associated with that, ie., the attendant 
resources were already there, the thoughts and the development were 
already going on in each participating academic unit, and that if there were 
resource implications, that would be the level at which they existed. In 
addition, Dr. Kenniff explained that any resource implications would be 
associated with, and details would be provided for, particular graduate level 
curriculum proposals as they come forward to Senate, including the 
establishment of new Ph.D. programmes, etc.; that the proposed structure 
for the School of Graduate Studies, which would continue to be supported 
by an already existing office, had, in itself, no resource implications; and 
that broadening the powers of the School of Graduate Studies with respect 
to the promotion of the development of graduate studies within the 
University, again, in itself, had no resource implications. 


Other issues which were raised and responded to with respect to the 
proposed composition of the Council of the School of Graduate Studies, 
(page 11, document US-91-5D14), included questions concerning the 
designation "Honorary Chair" for the Rector, and the open-ended phrase 
"The Associate Deans.." 


With respect to the latter, Dr. Kenniff explained that at the present time there 
was one Associate Dean; that nothing had been said during the Senate 
meeting this afternoon that represented a commitment to cast in cement the 
status quo and to leave it there forever, ie. , it could be expected that the 
School of Graduate Studies would evolve; that in the same way that new 
graduate programme proposals included an analysis of resource 
implications, if one wished to increase the number of associate deans, 
presumably they would have to deal with the Office of the Vice-Rector, 
Institutional Relations and Finance, with the budget, and with all of the 
normal procedures for securing approval for doing so; but that given the 
particular phrase, a proposal to establish a second associate deanship in 
Graduate Studies would not have to go through the cumbersome procedure 
of being vetted by all of the necessary bodies required to amend the 
composition of the School of Graduate Studies. 


Various suggestions were made with respect to amending the particular 
phrase, including the addition of "a maximum of two associate Deans", "no 
more than two", deletion of the '"s" in "Deans", etc. At the same time 
however, it was argued that it was inappropriate to use legislation 
concerning the composition of a body to predetermine the administrative 


structure of the University. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY PROF. STATHOPOULOS, 
SECONDED BY PROF. HAMBLIN, THAT THE WORDING OF THE 
FOURTH LINE IN THE PROPOSED COMPOSITION OF THE 
COUNCIL OF THE SCHOOL OF GRADUATE STUDIES BE 
CHANGED TO READ - "THE ASSOCIATE DEAN OF THE SCHOOL 
OF GRADUATE STUDIES." 


In response to a question, it was again explained that, as was the case with 
respect to increasing the number of Assistant, Associate or Vice-Deans in a 


91-5-25 


91-5-26 


given Faculty, an increase in the number of Associate Deans in the School 
of Graduate Studies would have to be vetted through the normal process 
which would include approval from the Vice-Rector, Academic, and 
presumably, the Vice-Rector, Institutional Relations and Finance, vis-a-vis 
the budget, and the Vice-Rector, Services, with respect to office space, etc. 
it was also pointed out that it was not within Senate's authority to determine 
the number of Associate Deans that there would or would not be vis-a-vis 
the School of Graduate Studies. 


THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS DEFEATED. 


The continuing discussion again centred on the question of the feasibility of 
establishing "university-wide standards" taking into account the 
requirements of the particular Faculties; and an example was given whereby 
a Ph.D. degree might be established as a university-wide requirement for 
graduate programme supervision, but that in the Faculty of Fine Arts, an 
M.A. in Studio Arts, which was a final degree, would satisfy that standard. 


Dr. Kenniff drew members' attention to a correction to be made at line 4, 
paragraph 3, page 8, document US-915-D14, which, he advised, should be 
changed to read - "The SGS would be accountable to the Council...". 


THE MAIN MOTION, AS CHANGED AND AMENDED, WAS VOTED 
ON AND WAS CARRIED, (18 in favor; 0 opposed; 6 abstentions) . 


Dr. Martin Kusy, Acting Dean, Graduate Studies, in expressing 
appreciation and thanks to members of Senate, to everyone involved, and in 
particular, to Dr. Sheinin, Vice-Rector, Academic, whose vision, drive and 
support had made possible the development of the proposal, advised that 
everything necessary would be done to ensure that the new School of 
Graduate Studies would be successful, and that all expectations would be 
realized. 


Dr. Kenniff, also in expressing his delight at Senate's decision to approve 
the proposal, advised that the School of Graduate Studies would add to the 
strengths and the reputation of the University; that the unfolding of the 
development of the School would hopefully reassure undergraduate 
students vis-a-vis some of the concerns expressed during the debate; and 
that in the process, it would provide an added impetus to undergraduate 
students to complete their own programmes and to continue their studies at 
the graduate level. 


Next Meeting 


Dr. Kenniff announced that the next Senate meeting would be held at 2:00 
pm; Friday, 6 December 1991, in the Russell W. Breen Senate Chamber. 


Elections to the Advisory Search Committee (cont'd) 


Dr. Kenniff announced that in the previous ballot, none of the candidates 
had received the required number of votes to be elected, and that after 


deleting the candidate with the lowest number of votes in accordance with 
the Senate voting procedures, the two candidates who previously had been 
in a tie-vote position, still remained on the ballot. 


It was suggested and agreed that another ballot be conducted, and that if the 
result again was a tie vote, the outcome would be determined by the flip of a 
coin. 


After the results of the ballot had been tabulated, Dr. Kenniff advised that 
again the two candidates had received an equal number of votes; and after 
flipping a coin as had been agreed earlier, he announced that PROF. 
JALILVAND, FACULTY OF COMMERCE AND ADMINISTRATION, 
had won the toss and would be recommended for appointment to the 
Advisory Search Committee, Dean, Faculty of Engineering and Computer 
Science. 


Adjournment 
91-5-27 The meeting was adjourned at 4:05 pm. 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


